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Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 3/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

However examiner is referring to another part of Kageyama Fig. 6 item 2700, 2710 and 
2720, page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223 where the element 2710 converts or in this case 
translates the file by using the display/editing procedure translates the PDL file to the PDF or 
HTML file) 

Applicant again on page 9 lines 21-23 and on page lines 10 lines 1-15 argues over the "sending 
the page description language commands to a page description language interpreter". Examiner 
disagrees and points out applicant response on the page 10 lines 7-10 where applicant in fact 
concedes that device is an interpreter but is being used differently instead of translating to 
HTML and XML is interpreting the raster of bitmapped. In the case of claim 1 what has been 
claimed is the interpreter and is what Kageyama is disclosing. 

Regarding claim 2 the applicant argues that the Kageyama fails to disclose the error for 
unrecognized command. Examiner points out that the failure of file to transfer would be caused 
by the unrecognized command. Regarding claim 4 applicants argues that the written file is a PDL 
document. Examiner points out page 5 paragraph 0100 lines 7-12 the document is a PDL 
document. Regarding claim 11, same response as claim 1 is applied. Regarding claim 13 which 
Examiner points out the postscript is if fact the PDL in Adobe. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 1-6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kageyama et al (Pub 
No.: 20040017583) 

Regarding claim 1 Kageyama et al disclose: A method for operating a printer 
(note page 4 paragraph 0078) comprising: writing a document to a file (note page 5 
paragraph 0100 lines 4-14) translating the file (note page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223 
and specifically 0223 where the PDL format conversion section 2710 converts or in this 
case translates a document of PDL format stored in the archive 2200) using a 
procedure (note the procedure used in this case the "display/editing" procedure into a 
sequence of commands for a page description language (where the display/editing 
procedure is used to convert or in this case translate the document to the format of 
HTML or PDF, page 1 1 paragraph 0223 lines 11-18) and sending the page description 
language commands to a page description language interpreter (note Fig.6 where again 
the item 2710 and 2720 in combination would act also as interpreter to convert and 
modify the PDL for conversion to PDF and HTML, page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223). 

Regarding claim 2 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 1 , 
additionally comprising receiving an error message in response to an unrecognized 
command in the document (please note page 15 paragraph 0306). 
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Regarding claim 3 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 1 , 
wherein the document is of a type selected from a group of documents comprising a 
PDF document and an HTML document (please note page 1 1 paragraph 0223). 

Regarding claim 4 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 1 , 
wherein the procedure is written in the page description language (please note page 15 
paragraph 0297). 

Regarding claim 5 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 4, 
wherein the page description language is PostScript (please note page 5 paragraph 
0089). 

Regarding claim 6 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 1, 
additionally comprising obtaining, over a network, files referenced by the file (please 
note page 4 paragraph 0078). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 7-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vennekens 
(U.S. patent 5,652,71 1) in view of Kageyama et al (Pub. No.: US 20040017583) 

Regarding claim 7 and 16 Vennekens discloses: et al disclose: A method for 
printing a document using a printer having an interpreter supported by a page 
description language, comprising: calling an error handler in response to an 
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unrecognized command in the document (please note column 5 lines 64-67 and column 
6 lines 1-3 where the master process 32 is the error handler) writing statements prior to 
the unrecognized statement to a file (please note column 13 lines 7-28) writing a data 
stream comprising the unrecognized statement and subsequent statements in the 
document to the file (please note column 13 lines 16-28) However Vennekens does not 
disclose: translating the file into a sequence of page description language commands; 
and sending the page description language commands to the interpreter. ON the other 
hand Kageyama et al disclose: translating the file into a sequence of page description 
language commands (note page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223 and specifically 0223 
where the PDL format conversion section 2710 converts or in this case translates a 
document of PDL format stored in the archive 2200) and sending the page description 
language commands to the interpreter (note Fig.6 where again the item 2710 and 2720 
in combination would act also as interpreter to convert and modify the PDL for 
conversion to PDF and HTML, page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to 
modify Vennekens 's invention according to the teaching of Kageyama et al, where 
Kageyama et al in the same filed of endeavor teach the way the error created by the 
PDL is handled by the processor for the purpose of detecting the errors. 

Regarding claim 8 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 7, 
wherein the document is of a type selected from a group of documents comprising a 
PDF document and an HTML document (please note page 1 1 paragraph 0223). 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,201 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2626 

Regarding claim 9 Kogeyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 7, 
wherein translating is performed by a procedure is written in the page description 
language (note page 5 paragraph 0100 lines 4-8). 

Regarding claim 10 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 9, 
wherein the page description language is PostScript (please note page 5 paragraph 
0089). 

Regarding claim 1 1 and 13 Vennekens discloses: A method for handling errors 
generated by a page description language in the course of printing a document (please 
note column 5 lines 64-67 and column 6 lines 1-3 where the master process 32 is the 
error handler) comprising, However Vennekens does not disclose: translating the 
document into a sequence of commands for a page description language; and sending 
the page description language commands to a page description language interpreter. 
On the other hand Kageyama et al disclose: translating the document into a sequence 
of commands for a page description language (note page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 
0223 and specifically 0223 where the PDL format conversion section 2710 converts or 
in this case translates a document of PDL format stored in the archive 2200) and 
sending the page description language commands to a page description language 
interpreter (note Fig.6 where again the item 2710 and 2720 in combination would act 
also as interpreter to convert and modify the PDL for conversion to PDF and HTML, 
page 1 1 paragraphs 0222 and 0223). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to modify Vennekens 's invention 
according to the teaching of Kageyama et al, where Kageyama et al in the same filed of 
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endeavor teach the way the error created by the PDL is handled by the processor for 
the purpose of detecting the errors. 

Regarding claim 12 Kageyama et al disclose: The method for handling errors in a 
page description language as recited in claim 11, wherein the translation is performed 
by a procedure written in the page description language (please note page 5 paragraph 
0100). 

Regarding claim 14 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 13, 
wherein the document is of a type selected from a group of documents comprising a 
PDF document and an HTML document (please note page 1 1 paragraph 0223). 

Regarding claim 15 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 13, 
wherein the translation is done by a procedure written in PostScript (please note page 5 
paragraph 0089). 

Regarding claim 17 Kageyama et al disclose: A page description language as 
recited in claim 16, wherein the document is of a type selected from a group of 
documents comprising a PDF document and an HTML document (please note page 1 1 
paragraph 0223). 

Regarding claim 18 Vennekens discloses: A page description language as 
recited in claim 16, wherein the error handler is written in the page description language 
(please note column 5 lines 64-67 and column 6 lines 1-3 where the master process 32 
is the error handler) 
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Regarding claim 19 Kageyama et al disclose: A method as recited in claim 16, 
wherein the device is additionally caused to: obtain at least one additional file, 
referenced by the file over a computer network (please note page 15 paragraph 0297). 
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